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MEETING WITH PRESIDENT THIEU 


March 21 , 1970 

1. Mr, Kissinger met again with L»e Due Tho, Xuan Thuy, and 


Mai Van Bo March 16. As I mentioned when I reported on the 


first meeting on February 21, on our side only he, the President 

and I are aware of this second meeting. The President wishes to 

* 

continue to keep this information exclusively in the channels already 
established, i. e. , between you and him only. The President 

4 

wishes to continue to consult closely with you and will make no new 



statements on political issues without prior consultation, as agreed 
at Midway. 

2. As I mentioned at our last meeting, Mr. Kissinger has made it 

4 

clear and will continue to make it clear that the demand of the other 
side for the overthrow of the GVN leadership is out of the question. 

3. Mr. Kissinger met with Le Due Tho, Xuan Thuy, and Mai Van 

Bo for about four hours on March 16. He felt that it was another 

♦ 

important meeting. They went even further than last :time in dropping 
preconditions for substantive talks and in changing some of their 
traditional slogans. They again strongly indicated they want to 
preserve this channel and to work toward an overall settlement. 

4. Mr. Kissinger posed a hypothetical schedule for mutual with- 
drawal covering a 16 month period. They asked some questions 
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about it, but did not reject his statement that they would have to 
withdraw also. They said this amounted to mutual withdrawal. 
Though they had always rejected this previously they did not do so 

this time. Instead they pressed Mr. Kissinger to spell out their 

♦ + 

obligations and promised to reply more fully at their next meeting. 

5. They also said in effect that we should forget about the PRG 10 

* 

points which really resolved themselves into two questions, n the 

h * 

military problem and the political problem", which are linked. 

6. Mr. Kissinger said that since he had spoken about military 
matters, they should give their views about political matters. They 
replied that they would speak about their position at the next meeting 
without giving more specific indications of what they might say. 

Mr. Kissinger made it clear that we expected them to come up 
with new positions; we had assumed responsibility to pose questions 
on military problems, as we had done at this meeting. 

7. They stated that we should agree on principles in this channel. 

8. They observed that Cambodia might become a "second Laos" and 
Mr. Kissinger emphasized that we favor Cambodian neutrality. 

9* What was new or dropped: 

-- They essentially dropped the 10 points by condensing them 
into two main issues. 

-- When they referred to these two issues they described them 
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as "military problems and political problems", rather than as 
"withdrawal of U, S. forces" and "formation of a coalition govern- 
ment", as they have usually done in the past. 

-- They muted even further their demand fo r a change in the 
GVN, only making pro forma reference to it. 

-- In the past they have always rejected mutual withdrawal 

> 

proposals, have refused to talk about withdrawal of their forces 
and have said this would be discussed among the Vietnamese, 

Although Mr. Kissinger said we are prepared to let them make 
specific proposals about their withdrawal later, they pursued the 
subject and asked him for our specific views. They said our proposal 
amounted to mutual withdrawal, without attacking it on these grounds. 

- “ They did not bridle at Mr. Kissinger^ statement that their 
forces must also be withdrawn, nor did they reply by citing point 
3 of their 10 points as they have done in the past. 

-- They did not give any indication that they want to move toward 
deescalation and cease fire before settlement of the issues. 

-- ;*lr. Kissinger made it clear that he was not coming to 
Paris to accept their terms, but to really move toward an honorable 
compromise. They quickly replied neither side should try to force 
the other into accepting its position and that they would "expound 
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our point of view'*, indicating that they would make proposals 
different from those they had made in the past. 

-- They gave an indication of flexibility when they said, "so 
here each side can exchange views and come to an agreement"* 

-- They did not mention replacing Ambassador Lodge. 

-- They no longer lectured Mr, Kissinger on U. S. public 
opinion. 

9. Significance: 

-- The atmosphere was even more free of unnecessary polemics 
and propaganda than at the last meeting. There was none of the 
rhetoric and criticism which has characterized every previous 
meeting. 

-- They seemed determined to keep the channel open. When- 
ever Kissinger suggested that lack of progress and reiteration of old 
views would mean closing the channel, they replied that they would 
have something to say. 

-- They were very anxious to have another meeting soon, and 
when Mr. Kissinger proposed April 18, they suggested April 4, which 
would indicate at least that this is not a stalling tactic. 

-- They again clearly appeared sensitive about Vietnamization. 



I 






-- Their basic purpose is not yet clear and may only begin 
to emerge over the next few meetings. They have kept open the 
options of seeking a settlement or only reconnoitering our position. 
If their purpose is the latter, they have so far given more than they 
have gained. 



